The purpose of the duplicate test is to avoid the occurrence of an artefact due to traumatisation of the red blood cells, particularly when separating the clot from the wall of the tube. Naturally, care 
The consequences of the formation of anti-Rh agglutinins are also apparently clearly defined:
(i) Rh (194I) later reported ten similar cases. He pointed out that sometimes the destruction of Rh positive erythrocytes by anti-Rh agglutinins might occur so slowly that no obvious signs of haemolysis were produced. The only evidence of such "inapparent haemolysis" might be a failure of the recipient's haemoglobin value to increase after transfusion, or rather to remain increased after transfusion. Conclusive evidence of this destruction could be produced by carrying out differential agglutination tests and demonstrating that the donor's erythrocytes had been eliminated. A good example of inapparent haemolysis is provided by the following case (described by Boorman, Dodd and Mollison, 1942 The fact that anti-Rh agglutinins in human sera passed unnoticed for so many years is undoubtedly largely due to the poor reactions which these agglutinins give in vitro. It must be emphasised that when a potent human anti-Rh serum is mixed on a slide with a suspension of Rh positive erythrocytes and observed for a period of, say, 15 minutes, no reaction of any kind develops. The mixture of serum and cell suspension must be left in a test-tube for approximately two hours before being examined. Furthermore, the tube must be kept at 37°C . during this period, since almost all anti-Rh sera are more active at this temperature than at room temperature. When the tube is examined at the end of the period of incubation, all the red cells will have settled to the bottom of the tube; a portion of this sediment must be gently withdrawn with a Pasteur pipette, gently transferred to a glass slide, and then be examined for the presence of agglutinates under a microscope. Due to gentle handling of the sediment, free cells sometimes form "drifts" and "nests," appearances which may be mistaken for agglutination until experience has been acquired.
Although emphasis has been placed upon the weakness of some of the reactions and the care that must be taken to avoid breaking up the agglutinates, the perspective must be restored by pointing out that some anti-Rh sera are encountered which give really strong reactions in vitro.
Although the use of the technique described above will almost always serve to detect any incompatibility between the donor's erythrocytes and the recipient's serum, due to the presence of anti-Rh agglutinins in the latter, more extensive tests are necessary for the proper identification of anti-Rh agglutinins and of Rh positive and Rh negative erythrocytes, and in the present state of knowledge there can be no question that this branch of serology is better left to specialists. In explanation of this contention it will be sufficient to repeat that "Rh" is no more than a convenient term for a group of antigens whose analysis is still by no means complete, and that, as mentioned above, a person may be "Rh positive" with one anti-Rh serum, and yet may form "anti-Rh" agglutinins against another sub-division of the Rh group of agglutinogens. From what ha,s already been said it is-evident that in a,suspectd case of haemolyticdisese of the foetus it will not -be-sufficient :to show. that :the mother is h .negative and the infant Rh positive, :sincq t)iis combinati9n occur.s in I in o10 of' all pregnancies, and therefore may well be due to chance. The,demonstration, in addition, of anti-Rh agglutinins in the piother's serum is of far greater significance, and in fact will almost always mean that the infant is taffected. The most favourable time of examination of the mother's serum is. seven to twenty-one days after delivery, since the immune response usually reaches its peak at this time (Boorman, Dodd and Mollison, 1942 .It is not possible to obtain a specimen of blood without consent, for no, accused person need in law provide evidence which may be used against him, but I have known cases where articles known to have been stained with material from the prisoner have been seized by the police, examined, and the results given in evidence.
